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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-1 8 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

4. Claim 15 recites the limitation "the second portal content component" in line 3. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 

States. 

6. Claims 1-3, 6, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Patterson et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0053023, 
hereinafter "Patterson". 
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Regarding claim 1, Patterson discloses computer-implemented method of providing 
content in a portal (fig. 4, #80 and U[0048], lines 1-3), the method comprising: receiving 
a request from a user for a portal content component (fig. 7. #S1 and 1I[0055]); and 
determining whether the user has satisfied a previous authentication requirement for the 
portal that is equal to or greater than an authentication requirement for the portal 
content component (fig. 7. #S3-S4). 

Regarding claim 2, Patterson further discloses if the previous authentication 
requirement is less than the authentication requirement for the portal content 
component, providing an authentication mechanism according to the authentication 
requirement for the portal content component (fig. 7, #S6-S8 and fig. 9, #S20-S21). 

Regarding claim 3, Patterson further discloses if the previous authentication 
requirement is equal to or greater than the authentication requirement for the portal 
content component, displaying the requested portal content component (fig. 8A-B, 
#S10-S12). 

Regarding claim 6, Patterson further discloses displaying a logon component of the 
authentication mechanism (1}[0021]). 

Regarding claim 18. Patterson discloses system for providing content in a portal (fig. 4, 
#80 and 11(0048], lines 1-3). the system comprising, a portal content directory (fig. 4, #84 
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& #86 and 1|[0045]) storing a plurality of portal content components, each portal content 
component having an authentication requirement for access thereto; a portal runtime 
engine for receiving portal content component requests and for displaying one or more 
requested portal content components (fig. 4, #82 & #80); and an authenticator/ 
validation system (fig. 4, #80) configured to determine whether the user has satisfied a 
previous authentication requirement for the portal that is equal to or greater than an 
authentication requirement for a requested portal content component (fig. 7, #S1-S9). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 4-5 and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Patterson as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Busboom et al., U.S. 
Patent Application Publication, 2006/0053296, hereinafter Busboom. 

Regarding claim 4, Patterson discloses the method in accordance with claim 1 but 
Patterson lacks or does not expressly disclose wherein each authentication requirement 
is defined by a weight. However, Busboom discloses wherein each authentication 
requirement is defined by a weight (1I[0109]). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the device of 
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Patterson with the device of Busboom to define a strength or priority to the 
authentication requirements in order to define a particular level of security according to 
the service provider as taught by Busboom (11[0109]). 

Regarding claim 5, Busboom further discloses comparing the weight of the previous 
authentication requirement with the weight of the authentication requirement for the 
portal content component (^[0027]). 

Claims 16 and 17 are substantially equivalent to claims 4 and 5 and therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 

9. Claims 7-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Patterson and further in view of Busboom. 

Regarding claim 7, Patterson discloses a computer-implemented method of providing 
content in a portal (fig. 4, #80 and 1i[0048], lines 1-3), the method comprising: receiving 
a request from a user to access the portal; and in response to the request (fig. 7. #S1 
and 11(0055]). Patterson lacks or does not expressly disclose providing a selected one 
of a plurality of authentication mechanisms for authenticating the user and enabling 
access to the portal, wherein each authentication mechanism includes a different 
authentication requirement. However, Busboom discloses providing a selected one of a 
plurality of authentication mechanisms for authenticating the user and enabling access 
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to the portal, wherein each authentication mechanism includes a different authentication 
requirement (1I[0129] and 1I[1046]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the device of Patterson with the 
device of Busboom to provide a plurality of authentication mechanism for authenticating 
the user to heighten security as taught by Busboom (^[0146]). 

Regarding claim 8, Busboom further discloses wherein each authentication requirement 
corresponds to at least one portal content component (11[0146]). 

Regarding claim 10, Patterson further discloses receiving a request from the user for a 
first portal content component (fig. 7, #S1); and determining whether the user has 
satisfied a previous authentication requirement for the portal that is equal to or greater 
than an authentication requirement for the first portal content component (fig. 7, #S2- 
S4). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Patterson further discloses if the previous authentication 
requirement is less 'than the authentication requirement for the first portal content 
component, providing an authentication mechanism according to the authentication 
requirement for the first portal content component (fig. 7, #S6-S8 and fig. 9, #S20-S21). 
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Regarding claim 12 Patterson further discloses if the previous authentication 
requirement is equal to or greater than the authentication requirement for the first portal 
content component, displaying the first portal content component (1I[0021]). 

Regarding claim 13, Patterson lacks or does not expressly disclose receiving a request 
from the user for a second portal content component; and determining whether the 
authentication requirement for the first portal content component is equal to or greater 
than an authentication requirement for the second portal content component. However, 
Busboom discloses receiving a request from the user for a second portal content 
component (fig. 10, #102a); and determining whether the authentication requirement for 
the first portal content component is equal to or greater than an authentication 
requirement for the second portal content component (fig. 10, #102b). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
further modify the device of Patterson with the device of Busboom to access a second 
portal content and require further authentication as a heightened security measure, as 
taught by Busboom (1I[0146]). 

Regarding claim 14, Busboom further discloses if the authentication requirement for the 
first portal content component is less than the authentication requirement for the second 
portal content component, providing an authentication mechanism according to the 
authentication requirement for the second portal content component (fig. 10, #103b). 
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Regarding claim 15, Busboom further discloses if the authentication requirement for the 
first portal content component is equal to or greater than the authentication requirement 
for the second portal content component, displaying the second portal content 
component (^[0146], Iines14-17, and fig. 10, "continuation of service session"). 

10. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Patterson 
in view of Busboom as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of Watanabe, U.S. 
Patent Application Publication Number 2003/0084289. 

Regarding claim 9, Patterson in view of Busboom disclose the method in accordance 
with claim 8, but lack or do not expressly disclose providing the user an option for 
selecting one of the plurality of authentication mechanisms. However, Watanabe 
discloses providing the user an option for selecting one of the plurality of authentication 
mechanisms (abstract). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the device of Patterson in view of Busboom 
with the device of Watanabe to allow the user to select on of a plurality of authentication 
mechanisms in order to allow the user to be authenticated without causing an 
authentication error by a specific authentication process, as taught by Watanabe 
(1I[0011]). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aubrey H. Berger whose telephone number is (571)272- 
8155. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, and alternate 
Friday's. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jacques Louis-Jacques can be reached on (571)272-6962. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions.on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



AHB 




